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06/25/2009 - DIDEDIDOINE (DIONEE began working at Burke Engineering

Cooperation (Burke) in 2001 and is currently a Design Engineer. [ has
prepared water use LMD 2 reports required by Illinois Departnent of

Nat ural Resources (IDNR), for the Gty of MarkhamlIllinois. [N said
B DRI (Renommen Owner of Burke, told [Qi] to ensure the 8%
limt specified on the LMOreport is not exceeded. Additionally, ISR
has been told that if calcul ati ons showed water | ose greater then 8%
back off the calculation to achieve conpliance with the 8% On or about
the first tine QI becane aware of the Village of Crestwood well [l
over heard a conversation involving [N regarding the 8%

DETAI LS
On June 25, 2009, this Reporting Agent, Special Agents DISHEQIE (RA) and

Special Agent, DISHDIGIOEEN (S~ BIEEGN) U S Environmental Protection
Agency, Crimnal Investigation Division (EPA CID) interviewed SISO

RSN (EENDN OO EIENEN. ' O ESNSISSEEEE ©coar ding Burke

Engi neeri ng Corporations knowl edge of the Village of Crestwoods well.
RIS resides at DIDHDIDIONNN Tinley Park, Illinois 60477. The
interviewed was conducted at QNG r! ace of enploynment, Burke

Engi neering Corporation, 18330 Distinctive Drive, Oland Park, Illinois,
60467; Tel ephone No: (708) 326-4000, during a search of the conpany. The
interview began at approxi mately 9:00am [QNQHl approached this RA
several tinmes during the search to provide additional information and to
clarify (gl statenents. [QNGI 'eft the office at approximately 1:15pm

Upon neeting, QNG escorted RA and SA DISEGEN to Bl office where ] was

shown EPA CID credentials. [DIQll was inforned by this RA that the office
door was being closed for privacy, that [ was not under arrest, and [

could end the interview at any tinme. Additionally [Nl was told that it
was inmportant to tell the truth and that Iying to the Agents could result
in [l prosecution. [DEQEN was asked if [ were willing to talk with the
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Agents, [} opined “I don’t have a choice, so”, this RA again explained to
RIS B did not have to speak with the Agents and could end the
interview at any tinme. [ said @] has nothing to hide and that

B savs Bl (RIRERE s a terrible liar so [ would not lie to the )
Agents. QNG agreed to be interviewed.

In summary and not verbatim unless otherw se noted, (0) (6), | provi ded t he
follow ng information:

Backgr ound:

BIB s a graduate of Calvin College, Gand Rapids, Mchigan. i

recei ved [Qil] professional engineer license in 2007. [N began working
at Burke Engi neering Cooperation (Burke) in 2001 and is currently a

Desi gn Engi neer.

BRI i s cirectly supervised by EINNRINSENE (RENNES -nd SIS
EISECENSNNNN) Bl ves previously supervised by IENBIISENNS
EISHCNGSNN. U ESNBNGN | eft Burke.

BISHDINE i s the owner of Burke, [@] is currently sem-retired. [DEEDIISE
B8R currently run the business. [DISNGIE ows a hone in Arkansas where

Bl visits four to five tines a year, one or two weeks at a tine.

BISERIRE vvas in Arkansas at the tine of this interview IS
BISNOINE) previously worked at Burke. [QJSNGE ves in-charge in 2006 but
left for reasons unknown to SIS

BISNRN duties include working with municipalities on issues such as
Il'linois Departnment of Transportation (1DOTI) fuel tax and construction

projects. IS said @ was “thrown into the fire with DI and BISH
wor ki ng on the nunicipal side” particularly after [DEEIISE 'eft.

RIS worked on Village of Crestwood Illinois (Crestwood) projects
under the direction of ISHSISISENNE s the prinmary point of contact

for Crestwood. QG s the primary engineer for Crestwood's |DOT issues
and responding to Crestwood’'s Letter of Violation (LOV) issued in

2008/ 2009 by the Illinois Environnental Protection Agency (I EPA)
regarding the well. In [DISNEOINSNE absence @ has al so been the point of
contact for other Crestwood well issues receiving and sendi ng

correspondence. RIS could say for sure if [DENOINRN cver worked with
Crestwood, [ opined [ didn’t think [§] did BN DEIRES s
BISEEN Crestwood contact.
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Burke was fire by Crestwood in 2006 thru 2007 and was replaced by [SISES
an engi neering conpany in Chicago. For much of 2007 Burke did nothing
for Crestwood. |G orined Burke was fire because QNI ves in
Arkansas and Crestwood officials couldn't get in touch with [QIGE BISHN
did not know the issue, purpose behind Crestwood’'s calls, or the urgency
of the issue that resulted in Burke being fired.

Burke currently enploys five engineers and three surveyors; they had
over thirty enployees a few years ago

Crest wood wel | :

RIS becane aware of the Crestwood well after Crestwood officials hired
Burke to prepare a response to a LOV issued by | EPA regarding the
operation of the well. [DEGH opined @ had seen and read about the
Crestwood well and its contamination in the news. [ said neither [
nor anyone at Burke was aware the well was contam nated prior to hearing
about it in the news and after Crestwood had hired Burke to response to
the LOV.

Regardi ng the LOV response Crestwood had two choices, 1) punp the well

di scharge to the sanitary sewer, or 2) install a treatnent plant. The
di scharge was required in order to purge the well prior to sanpling for
water quality testing. Burke does not performwater sanpling or chem cal
analysis. (NG sai d @ had not seen the Crestwood well house until [
visited the site in order to respond to the LOV. [N oprined @ had
previously thought the Alsip water reservoir and punp house was the well
| ocati on.

BISERIgNcont act s regarding the Crestwood Vel | were DISHEE a2nd RIS
EISIEICCN)  SNSNN oo EERNEN took [N to the vell. QNGNS and

IS di scussed the well contami nation; their conversation was limted to
the type of contam nation and the level of pollutants. The information
was inmportant to ensure the contaminants did not violate any pernit to

di scharge, fromthe well, to the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District
(MARD) sanitary sewer. [l said “we don’t get involved in maintenance
or testing of the well”.

Water Usage LMD 2 reports:

RIS soid @ hes heard of EINONNSENNSGNN)  currently the
Chief of Police for Crestwood, through DIDHOINS RISEDIGE rreviously
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worked in the Crestwood Village offices and prepared the annual water use
report or LMO>2 (LMD reports.

BRI was shown the Novenber 29, 1982, LMO and associated cover letter
from ISR to the Crestwood Mayor and Board of Trustees, and hand
witten work sheets. [ did not prepare the Novenber 1992 Crestwood LMO
RIS vas asked to read the cover letter, in-particular the sentence in
the third paragraphs that states “This al so hides the anmount that we punp
fromthe well”. [DEGHl said LM>s keep track of water lost fromthe water
distribution system hiding the Crestwood well usage woul d ensure the
lose limt is not exceeded.

BRI rede reference to 8% as being the LMO water lose limt. [ said
BISHOINE told @ to ensure the 8% limt is not exceeded on LMOs.
Additional 'y [Nl has been told by (DENEIEN that if cal culations showed
wat er | ose greater then 8% back off the calculation to achieve
conpliance with the 8% On or about the first tine Q] became aware of
the Crestwood wel | [@ over heard a conversation involving QI about
the 8% [l opined the bottomline nunber has to be 8% that is what we
(Burke) worked with. [l said after review ng the Novenber 1982 work
sheet attached to the LMOin [Qii] opinion if you are show ng water bought
and sold the difference is not to get above the 8%

Muni ci palities, such as Crestwood, provide Burke with water usage data.
Burke in-turn calculates water lost in the system transfers the data to
the LMO then mails the LMOto the client and/or the regul ati ng agency.
The regul ati ng agency was once |llinois Departnment of Transportation
(IDOT) and is now Illinois Departnment of Natural Resources (| DNR).

Water | ose may be due to | eaks, bad neters, non-netered usage such as
fire hydrants, etc. [QJG opined we can only work with what we are
provi ded. The foundation of an LMOis an inconplete docunent subnitted
by the municipality to Burke. In [Qii] experience, [ has had to
repeatedly request water usage data fromthe Cty of Markham (Markham,
[l1linois, to conplete their LM3s. [ said, we (Burke) have sent in LM
with negative |oses; the nunbers obtained fromthe towns are crazy.
BB said Burke used the best “reasonable” nunbers to report on the

LMOs. [DISEEIRE | nstructed QIO 2nd DIDEOINISEN on how to cone up with

“reasonabl e” nunbers, [ opined you work with the best nunbers you have.

BRI orined sonme town’s water systens are nmessed up and [ knows I
boss (RESHDIGIRN wuld not go along with anything harnful to people. [l
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said a couple of weeks ago [DIQNGIEN said @ didn't know the well was
contami nated. [QNGI said “I honestly have to believe QI @ woul d never
do anything to soneone.”

BRI as asked about getting the LMO nunmbers at or bel ow 8% [ | aughed.
Regarding the governnents expectation LMX>s were accurate, [ again said
Burke used the best “reasonable” nunbers and that SIS had the sane
opinion @i did; @l again stated Burke had submtted LM>s wth negative
nunbers. DI sai d DIDEDINE DIESE ond DIDEDIGISE he' p BB as a young
engi neer, conplete LM3s for QIGHGE: RIS never prepared a Crestwood
LMO.

In preparing DISHOINE MOs, QG used previously submtted LM3>s that
made sense to Q] as a reference. Regarding the possibility reference

LMO were mani pul ated and inaccurate, QNG said “I try not to lie or do
the wong thing” and “we tried to rationalize the best we can”.

LMO were not sent out w thout higher approval. [l recalled getting

LM3s back from Q] boss, who is [DIQHEEEE and had been DIDHDIGIRN and
participating in nmeetings wth [QISHDIE 2nd DISHDINIRN to rationalizing

and come up with “reasonabl e” figures.

Regardi ng sending [QJQNEI before (a report of the actual nunmbers based on
the data provided by [DEQNQIEN and after (a report showi ng |oses of 8% or
| ess based on made up data) copies of LM>s, (NG said [@ could not say
for sure if )] did or didn't, )] said “I don’'t think |I’ve said here’'s the
nunber before, here's after.” [ did recall speaking wth SIS
personnel in an attenpt to figure out the nunbers. The interview

concl uded at 10: 20am

BIBI ves re-interviewed beginning at 10: 30am after information was
obtai ned indicating [l had instructed other enployees not to report
the use of the Crestwood well on LM3s. (DGl wes again infornmed by this
RA that the office door was being closed for privacy, that [ was not
under arrest, and . could end the interview at any tine. The second
interview ended at 11: 00am

Regarding (il instruction to other Burke enployees, QNG said “No |
never said, | never gave direction” to other enployees. [DISEOIN
distributed LM3s to different engineers to build up their experience.
RIS had prepared DIDHDIRIR LMOs for two years so Crestwood’s LMX>s were

gi ven to EIIEINSENS) o HE
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Regardi ng DIQHOINIRN i nstruction to (JNQEN about how to fill out
Crestwood’'s LMO s — sai d . had a conversation with _ and

BISERE arproximately two years ago. IS recollection of the
conversation was that there were loses in the Crestwood system the well
was used to nmake up the 8% [Nl understood that Crestwood stopped
using the well after the LOV in 2008. [ opined there should not have
been wel|l usage nunbers for 2008. Regarding ot her Crestwood wel |

di scussions QG said after the LOV @] and QNG al so discussed the
wel | contam nants.

Regardi ng the reason soneone would say Q] | nstructed themon onitting
the Crestwood well use fromthe LMO [QNQH said @] knew the Crestwood wel |
was being used, in passing @] may have been asked about the well usage by

whonever was conpleting the Crestwood LMO. [ said “I never said here’s
the LMOfill it out, don’t show any | oses.” RIS didn’'t stop and
crunch the nunbers, - woul d have told the person filling the LMO out,

the well was used to rmake up | oses.

IS could not say [@ gave anyone a nunber to neet, [ said “it says 8%
right on the fornf. — clarified, | know there was a Crestwood wel |,
BISNDIRE nede comments about the well supplenenting the water supply.
RIS said @ couldn't say if @ spoke about it with [DENQISIRE nor
could |l say that @l saw nunbers associated with the Crestwood well.
RIS said DIDNONY said not to report nunmbers because of the 8%

RISEDIUE 2nd QIGIN di d not discuss future reporting.

RIS opi ned [DIONOIGE rrobably was requested to alter Crestwood LMOs, @i
likely gave Crestwood direction on how to nake adjustments, not “fudge

your nunbers to get under 8% . For additional clarification [l said
B worked on the Crestwood punp to waste discharge line and the LOV.
When _ left in 2006, _ got involved with Crestwood.

Regarding altering nunbers for [DENOINR MO QG orined “that was
completely different”, the nunbers were crazy.

Regardi ng the consequences if the LMO reports showed | oses greater then
8% QIS said @ did not know what would happen or what |DNR woul d do.
BRI could not explain why Burke made such an effort to ensure water

| ose reported on LM3s was at or bel ow 8%

IS cpined if someone said [ directed or told themto fudge LMOs, [l
bet they'd say different now [ could not recall any additional
conversation with [DEJNDIEN regarding Crestwood’s well or LMOs. [DNGEN
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said @] had told Agents everything to the best of [ know edge and that
Bl would swear to it.

Prior to leaving for the day QiG] told this RA there may be before and
after LMos for [DISNEEN and that the Agents may find copies of LMO
correspondence for Crestwood that [ may have faxed to Crestwood, or
received. [Nl sai d because the correspondence was sent to [j doesn’t
mean @] actually worked on the project. [ my have received or
forwarded Crestwood docunents in DESESIIEE absence.
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